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Subject: Reception at Dr Klachko's louse on 15 Oct 1966

Source t bu, K,Ma

1. Both, DixACH and PAVLYCHKO confirmed again that 23 people were
sentenced to various terms, up to 6 years, in recent trials in the Ukraine
for antiesoviet activities. They stressed in particular that they were
persecuted not "just for any cultural actions” because their doings had
an explicit political and clandestine character. Their gggigisiggwugxa
focused not on cultural ma.ers only but on subversive anti-regime
actions as well, FPAVLYCHKO and DRACH mentioned again KARAVANSKYI whom they

_of the defendants made by

described as a former OUN member whe was''ree-siarting' his former political
activities., He also was a former G“stapo~collaborator from Odessa. When

Eu remarked that this was impossibl; because in Odessa Siguranza and not
Gestapo was active, PAVLYCHKO replied that it didn't matéer besause
KARAVANSKYI w.s collaborating with '""the occupant".

PAVLYCHKO ad ded that "the whole matter was much more serious than jou think"
To give those prefdsent ab least rough idea what was it all about he

pointed at the fact that )2 or 14 typewriters were confiscated during

the arrests which were used to typing anti-governmental mateg;g}s.

Neither PAVLYCHKO norxr DRACHAyH%% exXctly court was trying HORYNS and the
otéZB. They as.uged this was an eblast-court mf in Lviv,

Asked by YAREMKO Ivan whether there wa: any apfeal PAVLYCHKO replied that

mthere was none, and explalned that there was no padnt in making one

because the whole matter was "quite clear" Neither he nor DRACH eould
say what paragraph was ap.lied in thoue cases.
Both mentioned also that there were protemfs and aypedds on Y¥¥ vehalrs

‘helr coleagues and friends. They indicated

that some people from the Union of writers, some scholagrs and other
important people intervened in favor of the arrested., As an example
yﬂvi&EEKO mentioned Lina gOgTENKO who came for that purpose é¥&% to Lviv
and was present at Horyn#8 trial.

Some of the denE{nqggqgave been in the meantime released like RUSYN and
MASIUTKO, .Lhey/(finiﬁh‘ their t.rms.
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2. In a tete-a=tete conversation with E¥ DRACH told him the
oi.-owing: @ The regime had quite good reasons for arresting at least slime of
the people involved. [here were some inexperienced young people who misjudged
the situation becausethey thought that after liquidation of the cult of
personality they could dof whatever they wanted. It w-s not so. Whenthey
started wider actions the authorities became frigihtened that they won't be
able to control'the new fire" and decided to act " in time". Indeed, it was
a serious matter,

According to DRACH, one of the sentenced - HORYN Bohdan - will be sdoén
releused, A8 to ZALYVAKHA Panaas, he lived in IVANOFRANKIVSK and as
Eu understo.d DRACH was also there tried., ZALYVAKHA was involved in
Sheshory-accident, namely he was one of those who were arrested prior to the

adjourned Shevciienko ceremony at that place. The authoriyiea found out in

_advance that some people were 8ding to use the uhevchenko Monnment

unveiling ceremony for anti-regime demonstzation and aeforxed it for one
weck or so. In the meantime they arrested ‘the suapectqﬁ and among them

4ALYVAKHA who waﬁé sculptor. In hlB honso s durlng the'afrest ‘the KGB
founﬂLEibenhower's speech dblivored .on_ ohevchonko coremouy in Washington, D.C.

3., .RACH also confirme8 that there were demonstration in May 1966
at sShewchenko Monument in Kiev , some people lald a wreath, and sang
patriotic songs. This was not ,however, on 22 May but a few days later.

4, DRACH assured Eu that he had no doubts whatsoever as to the
strength and potentialities of Ukrainians in the Soviet Union and was quite
optimistic about their future despite recent setbacks. Once or twice he
whispered inté Eu's ear that he belived in the spirit of Ukrainian nation.

5+ DRACH called LEVCHUK Fymish the gravedig er of Ukrainian
cinemathography. He was the one who also "withdrew" Drach's latest film
"Krynytsia Dla Sprahlykh'.

6. DRACH told Eu that in the near future a group of Ukrainian
writers and poets will visit Zelenyi Klym in the rFar Bast in order to

organize cultural activities for Ukrainians living there.
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When Eu comuented thaﬁ thia%ggviously connected with Chinese interest in
Ukrainian affairs and was t be regarded as a countervailing measure

on the part of Rufisians, DRACH did not reply directly, but only murmered
something to the efieoct that '"indeed the Chinese problem was a serious one',

7. DRACH told Ma that he felt very awkwardly now because here
in New York he has to defend such positions which he &Stacks ixkx in Kiev.
He referred to the matter of arrests and situation in literary

pol and in politics in general.

e also complained that he as a;poet has to make politicb because there ar¢
gop enough people in other fields who should do it. He did not know9for
instance, any historigngggx would think the 8. me way as he ddd.

He was not the only one among poets who woere involved in polities. There were
many others and this was bad because ''we should write poems and not play
Baiiiigggix;ﬂx To make his poems understable for Ukrainian masses he prgihe
hay$ to lower his siand.rd and his poetry is sufiering from that. '

He cannot write like Vasyl Symonenko. The latter wrote simply ahout most
complicated problems anc every khakhol could understand him, But

xmx4R Drach himself was unable to do so.

Drach comlained to }Ma that he felt very lonely in New York because in the
Mission thereﬁgo one he knows,

e mentioned to !Ma that hgﬁ%gcouraged HOLUBORODKO to go to Moscow and

study there cinemat:ography because this wus the orly place waere
tale&?ai&%ﬁléigidreally developed, " I know you probably would not

approve of that but believe me this is the only way to learn something
really good and then use it for our own cinemathography''- he explained,
However, HOLOBORUDKO refused te go to Moscow, returned to nis Donetsk

and was writing now poems. In Drach's opinlon he had a great talent

but now was wasting it.

8, Drach did not participate in discu.sion on religious
topds but when he stayed with Ur K after other guests left, he
40ld her that this problem was comletely NMnew to him and he would like

to discuss 41t with her in the future. le meant the question of
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invite DRACH and PAVLYCHKU to the reception given to VIRSKY at New Yorker
Hotel on 17 Oct 1966, On this occasion he explained that beside him, from
the Misoion, there will be KOCHUBEI and NEPYIVODA, DMYTRUK won't come
bhecause she was too bi;?shot Wésk for such reception”,

14, YAREMKO Ivam sided all the time with CHERNIAVSKY,
PAVLYCHKO and other Sovs, This led to onw or two incidents with Dr K and
otuers but YAREMKO continued to pursue his line.




